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distinction or experience who was in office when the Legis-
lative Assembly met was Montmorin, and he had been desirous
of leaving the Foreign Office ever since the death of Mirabeau
had deprived the court of the one statesman who could really
direct the foreign policy of France. He had only retained
office at the personal request of the king, but was determined
to leave it as soon as his successor could be found. The other
ministers, Valdec do Lessart, Duport du Tertre, Duportail, and
Tarbd, were men of no weight, and the Legislative Assembly
soon showed how small was the respect felt there for the
executive power. Tlabusson-Lamothe, deputy for the Puy
de Dome, describes the attitude of the Assembly towards the
ministers in one of his first letters to his constituents. He
writes to them on October 13, " Tho ministers have appeared
in the Assembly three times since the king formally opened
it. They have certainly not had to congratulate themselves on
the politeness of the legislative body, for they were treated as
if they had been criminals placed in the dock to undergo their
examination." l It was this ferocity of the Assembly towards
the ministers, which made Sogur refuse to fill the post of
Minister for Foreign Affairs, and Mathieu Dumas had good
reason to rejoice that he had preferred a seat in the Assembly
to the Ministry for War, Before long, however, another
attempt was made to strengthen the king's position, through
his ministry, by the admission into office, through Madame de
Staol's intrigues, of the Comtc de Narbonne,when lie succeeded
Duportail as Minister lor War in December, 1791.

The actual debates in the Legislative Assembly were con-
fined almost entirely, (hiring the first throe months of its
Kcssion, to the two groat questions of the priests who had not
taken the oath, and of the cuilgres. It must be remembered
that the Constituent Assembly had passed a law that a Con-
vention must be summoned to alter the Constitution, and that
therefore no constitxitional measure of importance could be
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